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Read 1st February, 1912.
THE investigation of the early history of England is beset with many diffi-
culties and has furnished material for the widest conjectures. Prior to the Roman
invasion our knowledge is confined almost entirely to such deductions as can be
made by the aid of archaeology. But the difficulties by no means decrease with
the period when England makes its first appearance in the pages of written
history. Indeed, they might be said rather to increase, and perhaps of no period
is this truer than of the times between the decline of the Roman power in Britain
and the ultimate establishment of the Anglo-Saxon power. The records are, to
say the least of it, of the barest nature, and present many problems of absorbing
interest, towards the elucidation of which archaeology has already contributed
not a little. In some cases, however, the evidence of archaeology appears to find
itself in conflict with the witness of history, and it is one of these incongruities
which I have set myself the task of endeavouring to investigate in the course of
this paper.
To put the case shortly, the tripartite division of the Teutonic invaders rests
on the accounts given by Bede in his Ecclesiastical History, and is accepted in
the main as approximately correct. The archaeologists of the middle of the
last century desired to bring the archaeology of the period into line with the
historical accounts of the invasion. Thus they pointed out, after examination
of the relics which had been found in the cemeteries of the three districts in
which tradition has located the three tribal divisions of the Jutes, Angles, and
Saxons, that certain classes of objects were more or less restricted to each of
these areas. In consequence they designated these objects as Jutish, Anglian,
and Saxon respectively. In no case was this distinction more applicable than
in that of the brooches, which constitute the most outstanding feature of the
Anglo-Saxon relics, and which lend themselves best to the typological method of
inquiry. In a large measure their conclusions were correct. Thus the distribution
of the round jewelled brooches coincides with the districts assigned to the Jutes,
while the cruciform brooches belong principally to the area which the Angles
are reputed to have occupied. To the third partner in the invasion, the Saxons,
X 2
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 03 Jul 2018 at 11:30:46, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900011620
160 DISTRIBUTION OF ANGLO-SAXON SAUCER BROOCH
were ascribed the fabrication of the saucer brooch in its two varieties, the saucer
type proper, formed of a cupelliform piece of metal cast in one piece, and the
allied type to which Mr. Reginald A. Smith, F.S.A., has given the name of the
' applied' brooch. It differs from the foregoing variety in that it is constructed
of hammered bronze, the rim being soldered on to the bottom. The ornamentation
was not executed on the surface of the brooch itself, but was embossed on a thin
disc of metal, which was then soldered on to the bottom of the saucer-shaped
framework. But, unlike the other two divisions, the distribution of this type had
to be narrowed down to one particular branch of the Saxon peoples, namely the
West Saxons. It does not occur in the districts in which the East Saxons are
said to have settled, nor apparently was its occurrence in the South Saxon
kingdom then recorded. And the number even now known from Sussex is so
small, compared to those found in Wessex, that they might have been regarded
as importations from or due to relations with the latter region, though, as will be
seen, there is not much ground for such an assumption.
But these brooches have also been found in other counties which cannot be
regarded as having come within the sphere of the activities of the West Saxons
during the pagan period. The explanation given above, which might conceivably
have been valid in the case of Sussex, has been adopted in these instances also.
The purpose of this paper is to inquire whether this explanation, when thus
applied, can be considered as a satisfactory one or whether some other reason
should be sought for.
The distribution of this brooch-type is certainly of a widespread character.
Few of the counties situated, roughly speaking, east of a line drawn from the
Wash to the Severn have failed to produce at least one example. The only ex-
ceptions, I believe, are Middlesex,Hertfordshire, Essex,and Norfolk. Specimens
are known even from counties north of that line, namely Lincolnshire and York-
shire.1 A detailed list of the cemeteries in which they occur and the numbers
in each case will be found appended to this paper.
Any attempt to deal with the evolution of these brooches must be based on
an examination of the motives employed in their ornamentation. Unlike some
other types of Anglo-Saxon brooches, for example the cruciform type, the form
remains constant throughout, but the ornamentation varies perhaps more widely
than on any other type, perhaps because its shape was peculiarly well adapted
to the use both of geometric and zoomorphic patterns.
Patterns of the former class are in a large measure self-evident. Their origin
and the conclusions which may be deduced from their use and style will appear
in the course of the paper. In the case of the zoomorphic motives, however,
1
 See Appendix, Schedule II.
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perhaps a few words are necessary by way of preface, in order to explain the lines
on which the examination of motives of this class will be" conducted hereafter.
I have throughout made use of the system elaborated by Salin in Die altger-
manische Thierornamentik. In that work he traces the evolution of the Northern
zoomorphic ornament in vogue during the period called the Later Iron Age by
Scandinavian antiquaries. He examines its development from its earliest stages,
in his opinion an outgrowth from provincial Roman ornamental motives as in fig. i,
down to the ninth century, and shows that this development progressed along
definite lines. Certain stages of this progress are marked by
striking changes and innovations, and these he has signalized
by dividing the history of this class of ornament into three
periods which he has designated as Styles I, II and III. He
has noted that these different so-called styles are used in the
decoration of objects which show in an equal degree the
gradual change of fashion in their style or shape. By the aid
of certain fairly well ascertained dates he is able to arrive at
a fixed period within which these changes of fashion and the
evolution of the zoomorphic ornament which coincided with
them must have taken place. He has thus found it possible
to assign an approximate period for the duration of his
three styles. He places the beginning of Style I about
A. D. 450 and considers that it lasted down to about 600.
Style II covers, roughly speaking, the seventh century, while
Style III, which falls entirely outside the scope of this paper,
lasted from about A.D. 700 to 850. He examines a few exam-
ples of thiszoomorphic ornament as it occurs on objects found
in England, and finds that in the main its development agrees
with the conclusions to which his study of continental exam-
ples has led him.
For the purpose of the present investigations into the ornamental motives
employed on the saucer brooches, I have divided the country over which these
brooches are distributed into two areas (fig. 4). These are called hereafter the
Western and Eastern areas respectively. IntheWestern area are included all those
cemeteries which are situated on the river systems which flow southwards, extend-
ing from the Thames to the Severn. The Eastern area comprises the cemeteries
associated with the rivers which empty into the Wash.1 It may seem at first
sight an arbitrary division, but I hope to show that it is not so and that archaeology
is here in agreement with geography.
1
 There are some outlying examples, but they may for general purposes be neglected, as they do
not affect the main issue.
Fig. 1. Bronze belt-tab.
Amiens, France.
(Ashmolean Museum). \.
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Fig. 2. Examples of Zoomorphic Ormament, Style I. {a-h, m and n after Salin.)
Scandinavia.
Central Europe.
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Fig. 3. Examples of Zoomorphic Ornament, Style II (after Salin). \.
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The saucer brooches of the Western Area.
It is a remarkable fact, and one that has been fully commented on by Mr. R. A.
Smith in his chapter on the Anglo-Saxon remains found in Hampshire in volume I
of the Victoria County History of Hampshire, that the archaeological remains are
DISTRIBUTION
or
SAUCER AND APPLIED BROOCHES
IN
ENGLAND
SCALE: OF MILES
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 0 10 20 30 40 SO
Fig. 4. (The dotted line marks the line of division adopted in this paper)
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in no way commensurate with the importance attached to this county in the history
of the West Saxon invasions, as recorded by the early chroniclers. And the same
applies for practical purposes to Wiltshire, where outside the cemetery at Harn-
ham Hill, Salisbury, no saucer brooches occur except in three sites in the north
of the county, one situated on the Thames and the others not very distant from
that river. A few finds in the neighbourhood of Devizes and the recent dis-
covery of cremation urns at Christchurch, Hampshire, may possibly be corrobo-
rative of an advance up the Dorsetshire Avon. It is, however, from the Thames
Valley that by far the larger number of examples of the saucer brooch come,
and it is from this district that most of my material is drawn, with brief reference
to others of interest.
First, as the decorative motives belonging to the geometric class are
particularly numerous in the Western area, we may direct our attention to one
from Fairford now in the British Museum. This example is figured by Mr. R. A.
Smith1 as one of the earliest in point of decoration.
The ornament exhibits strong traces of the survival of Roman designs, which
must have persisted among the Romano-British population down to the time of
the great invasions, and some of which may pos-
sibly even have met the gaze of the invaders in
the mosaic floors of Romano-British villas. On
the brooch in question the border is executed in
a band of guilloche or cable pattern, while the
central motive bears ample witness to its Romano-
British origin. Mr. Smith sees in it an imitation
of the amazon-shield pattern, but while that motive
may well have been present in the model from
which the craftsman derived the whole design, it
appears that he fully intended to portray the
human face. It is, of course, conceivable that
a true copy of the design was contemplated, but
the copyist seems to have fallen even here under
the magic of the zoomorphic motives which at
the end of the fifth century began to assert their predominance over all other
schemes of ornamentation in the Teutonic world. The motive of the human
face was so common already in the native lands of the invaders as to render it
wellnigh impossible that they should have neglected it at the earliest period of
their occupation of English soil. This much seems to be proved by its extreme
frequency at a later date, and a close examination of the original in the British
1
 Arch. Journ., lxv. 80.
Fi Applied brooch, Fairford (British
Museum). }-.
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Museum will, I think, prove that on the Fairford brooch this motive had already
found a footing in this country.
This is further borne out by an almost identical brooch (pi. XXVI, fig. 1)
found at Reading' (now in the Public Museum of that town). On it the same
design is employed, with the difference that the equally Roman egg-and-tongue
pattern is substituted for the guilloche in the border. In this case the faces are
unmistakable, as they are wholly detached from the inner ring and the nose is
clearly defined. In consequence these brooches belong rather to the zoomorphic
Fig. 6. Applied brooch, Fairford.
(Ashmolean Museum). }.
Fig. 7. Button brooches. Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 5, Chatham,
Kent; no. 3, Brighthampton, Oxon. (Ashmolean
Museum). \.
than the geometric class, and have been scheduled as such in the lists appended
to this paper.
Yet another applied brooch from Fairford itself2 bears a somewhat similar
design (fig. 6). Again the guilloche border is used, but the centre is composed
of six wedge-shaped compartments, each containing an undeniable though bald
representation of a human face. This type of face appears most frequently on
the diminutive type of saucer brooches usually termed ' button' brooches. An
example from Chatham Lines, Kent, in the Douglas Collection in the Ashmolean
Museum, furnishes a good instance of the treatment of the eyes and nose as they
appear on the Reading brooch (fig. 7).
What at first sight appears to be this guilloche design, but in reality is a
tendril motive, a no less Roman survival, occurs on a brooch found at Chatham,
1
 Journ. Brit. Arch. Assoc, 1. 152, fig. 4.
VOL. LXIII.
Wylie, Fairford Graves, pi. iii, fig. 4.
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Kent (pi. XXV, fig. i), now also in the Douglas Collection. It is of rather small
size and simple in design, but an unusual feature is the gilding, which is of a
deep copper colour, quite unlike the bright yellow gilding commonly employed.
A central boss was originally occupied by a setting of glass or garnet, now lost.
It is almost undoubtedly of Kentish fabric, and the employment of the tendril
motive stamps it as of early date (see also below, p. 190).1
The same design occurs again on a brooch found at Harnham Hill2 near
Salisbury, while the centre is occupied by a star or pointed rosette with incurved
sides. This type of star is of extremely common occurrence on saucer brooches.
Again, its origin is to be sought among Roman motives, e.g. on pavements where
a circle is bounded on the inside by segments of circles forming a framework to
some central design. On many examples, as on saucer-brooches from Bright-
hampton and near Abingdon3 (pi. XXV, figs. 4 and 6), it has a double outline,
and in the only instance in which the design is used on applied brooches, namely,
at Fairford (pi. XXV, fig. 3), the two lines are divided by a row of dots,4 a not
unusual method of delineating the bodies of animals on brooches ornamented
with zoomorphic patterns during this period.
Mr. Smith5 dates the first-mentioned Fairford brooch to the end of the fifth
century. Certainly the intricacy of the design suggests that it must be reckoned
among the earliest examples, but it may be suspected whether it is the work of
a Teutonic craftsman. It looks far more like Romano-British work. The place
of its discovery also renders the question of its date a little difficult. If any
reliance can be attached to the Chronicle, an effective settlement could- hardly
have been established at Fairford long before the capture of Cirencester in
577 B.C. Whether this be so or not, it is more than likely that both this brooch
and the example noted above from Reading are by the same hand. They both
also belong to a large class ornamented with geometric designs. These designs
are almost entirely restricted to this area, and though from their character and
execution many of them may belong to an early period of the Saxon occupa-
tion, they are, as I hope to show, so peculiarly a feature of the West Saxon
ornament that they must be regarded as Roman survivals which took the fancy
of the invaders, and were probably in many cases executed to their order by
1
 Only a short while after this paper was read before the Society, I obtained most interesting
corroboration of the persistence of Roman designs alongside of advanced Teutonic motives. In the
same cemetery which was described by Rolleston (see below, p. 167) was found a pair of applied
brooches decorated with a decadent zoomorphic pattern within a guilloche border. Advantage has
been taken of this opportunity to publish the best example (pi. xxvi, fig. 3).
2
 Archaeologia, xxxv, pi. xii, fig. IT.
3
 In the Ashmolean Museum, Oxford (Evans Coll.).
4
 Three examples in the Ashmolean Museum ; for two others see Archaeologia, xxxvii. 146, fig. 4.
5
 Op. cit, p. 80.
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i. Chatham, Kent.
4. Brighthampton, Oxon.
7. Frilford, Berks.
2. Fairford, Gloucs.
5. Horton Kirby, Kent.
8. Bidford, Warwick.
3. Fairford, Gloucs.
6. Near Abingdon, Berks.
9. Brighthampton, Oxon.
WESTERN AREA. GEOMETRIC DESIGNS \
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Romano-British craftsmen. The theory of the total extirpation of the inhabi-
tants 1 hardly finds much support at the present day.
In examining these designs mention may be made first of certain examples
of the star-pattern. These are accurately designed and executed with long sharp
points and well-defined angles. Of brooches thus ornamented may be noted a
saucer brooch from Fairford2 (pi. XXV, fig. 2), and applied brooches from Basset
Down3 and Harnham Hill, Wilts.,4 and Long Wittenham, Berks.5 This same
feature of accurate and careful chasing is noticeable also on some of the brooches,
always saucer-shaped, decorated with running spirals. Brooches showing such
workmanship seem to claim precedence in point of date to others of the same
class, e.g. pi. XXV, fig.8.
Mr. Smith has concluded from the fades of the various relics found at Mit-
cham, Surrey,0 that they were deposited at an early period of the invasion. The
find included no less than four saucer brooches, one decorated with the star with
incurved sides mentioned above (p. 166), and three with spirals, one pair and one
single. In all these the execution is remarkably clean and sharp. Those on the
pair of brooches are surrounded by a corded band, and the interstices between
it and the outer curves of the spirals are occupied by dots. A parallel to this,
with corded border but without the dots, was found at Droxford, Hants.7 A
third example comes from Woodstone, Hunts.,8 though the evidence in this case
in favour of an early date is somewhat negative. Two brooches with equally
fine spirals come from Frilford, Berks.9 (pi. XXV, fig. 7). They are remarkable
for their extraordinarily deep pin-catches, reminiscent of those on North German
fibulae of the second century A. D. I shall notice this feature later. Lastly, the
same clean-cut spirals occur on a pair of brooches from Brighthampton,Oxon.10 All
these cemeteries can for various reasons be classed among the early ones in this
district. At Frilford Professor Rolleston recorded a succession of burial cus-
toms, ranging from the Late Roman period onwards. Neither the star nor the
spiral design as it appears on the saucer brooches are essentially Teutonic in
origin, and they may well be native survivals in this country. The running spiral
is known from Romano-British sources, e.g. a pavement at Helpstone, Northants.11
It is true that the spiral is not unknown in Teutonic art. Indeed, it is a
common decorative design with a widespread diffusion throughout the Teutonic
1
 J. R. Green, Short History of the English People.
2
 Wylie, Fairford Graves, fig. on p. 16. 3 Wilts. Arch, and Nat. Hist. Mag., xxviii, fig. 19.
4
 Archaeologia, xxxv, pi. xii, fig. 9. 5 Ibid., xxxix, pi. xi, fig. 4.
6
 Surrey Archaeological Collections, xxi. 1 ff. and figs. 2 and 12. The odd brooch with spirals is
not figured. See also Proceedings, 2 S., xxi. 3 flf.
7
 Proceedings, 1 S., xix. 128, fig. 1. 8 Journ. Brit. Arch. Assoc, n. s., 1899, v. 346.
9
 In the Ashmolean Museum.
10
 De Baye, Industrial Arts of the Anglo-Saxons, pi. viii, fig. 4. n Artis, Durobrivae, pi. xii.
Y 2
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world, but it is noteworthy that in the majority of cases it is clearly derived from
the Roman tendril pattern, in which the spirals are presented alternately upwards
and downwards, as on the side of the head of a large square-headed brooch from
Fig. 8. Saucer brooches, a. Mentmore, Bucks.; b. Long Wittenham, Berks. (British Museum). \.
the Isle of Wight. Only on two pairs of brooches from Fairford1 and Oxfordshire2
is the ring of spirals broken and terminates as in the tendril pattern proper.
Along with the running spirals may be classed one or two
other designs, firstly a star-like or catherine-wheel motive
with recurved points or arms, a good example of which with
five points occurs on a saucer brooch from Upton Snodsbury,
Worcestershire.3 It is also used with the arms turned in the
opposite direction on a brooch found at Mentmore, Bucks.4
The second is a "^-shaped motive which appears on a saucer
brooch from Long Wittenham, Berks. This latter design
also is essentially Roman in its origin. The catherine-wheel
design on the Upton Snodsbury brooch might well have
been copied from the mosaic pavement at Woodchester,5
Gloucestershire, while the Roman character of the \f-
design is demonstrated by its occurrence on a bronze buckle
and fastening of provincial Roman work found at Maxglan,
near Salzburg.6
I have only been able to discover one instance of the
occurrence of the ' catherine-wheel' motive in Scandinavian art, namely on a
1
 Fairford Graves, fig. on p. 14.
2
 Catalogue of Londesborough Collection of Rings and Ornaments, no. 62.
3
 V. C. H. Worcester, vol. i, coloured plate, fig. 9. Cp. Artis, Durobrivae, pi. xix, pavement found
at Mill Hill, Castor.
4
 Archaeologia, xxxv. 381. « Lysons, Antiquities of Woodchester, pi. vii.
0
 Riegl, Die spatromische Kunstindustrie in Oesterreich-Ungarn, pi. xviii.
Fig. 9. Silver brooch.
Eidesten, Norway. -J.
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large silver square-headed brooch from Eidesten, Norway,1 belonging to a class
of brooches assigned to the early part of the fifth century, a period when it is
thought that Norway had not as yet come into direct contact with England.
The designs on these silver brooches are almost always undoubted survivals
from the period of strong Roman influence on Northern art.
Another interesting design consists of a rhomboidal or circular centre with
swastika-like arms. The evolution of this pattern can be traced from a well-
known Roman motive, namely a cross formed of two intertwined loops.2 The
gradual stages of transformation are well illustrated on a gold bracteate and a
gold brooch set with garnets from Charnay,Sa6ne-et-Loire, France,3 especially on
the latter. The design which resulted from a disintegration of the loops occurs
on brooches from East Shefford, Berks.,4 and Brighthampton, Oxon.5 (pi. XXV,
Fig. 10. a. Applied brooch, Long Wittenham, Berks.; b. Saucer brooch. Bishopstone, Bucks. \.
fig. 9), surrounded by an egg-and-tongue border, while what may be debased
copies come from Kemble, N. Wilts.,6 and Broughton Poggs, Oxon.7 A parallel
from French soil is afforded by two button brooches from Amiens in the Evans
Collection. One noticeable feature of relics belonging to the early Frankish
period is the large number of designs of unmistakable Roman origin.
In the same category may be placed a cross with spirals branching out on
either side of each arm. It is to be seen on an imperfect applied brooch from Long
Wittenham,8 and with certain variations on a saucer brooch from Bishopstone,
Bucks.,0 with a border of' pot-hook' pattern which will be noticed shortly; it
occurs also on a Kentish brooch from Horton Kirby, there associated with
grotesque faces (pi. XXV, fig. 5). This design is known on a large square-headed
1
 After Foreningen til Norske Fortidmindesmcerkers Bevaring, Aarsberetning for 1898, p.89, fig. 9 a.
2
 e. g. Artis, Durobrivae, pi. xix, on a mosaic pavement.
3
 Commission archeologique du De'pt. de la Cote-d'Or, v, pi. xii, figs. 2 and 6.
4
 In the British Museum. 5 Archaeologia, xxxviii, grave 46 (not figured).
c
 Ibid., xxxvii, p. 114, fig. no. 5. 7 Figured, Proceedings, istser., iv. 73.
8
 Archaeologia, xxxviii, pi. xix, fig. 7. 9 Records of Buckinghamshire^, pi. ii, 1 and 2.
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brooch from West Gotland, Sweden,1 not indeed a very early specimen, but
probably not later than A. D. 500. The earlier stages of this motive may be seen
on brooches of the same type from Skane, Sweden,2 and from Marchelepot,
France;1 a cemetery which has yielded two of the earliest brooches of this period
found in Western Europe. In this connexion it may be noted that the design
in question is executed on the two latter examples quoted in a technique derived
from wood-carving, the so-called Kerbschnitt or Keilschnitt, which presents the
design in a negative form. This method of ornamentation, also employed on
one of the two early brooches above mentioned—the second is undecorated—was
very extensively used to adorn buckles and the like which exhibit in their form
and execution undeniable Roman feeling. When, however, the motive is pre-
sented positively, i.e. in relief against a flat background, it seems to belong to a
later period, subsequent to its adoption by Teutonic craftsmen, and as such can
only in a secondary sense be regarded as of Roman origin.
Next, on a pair of saucer brooches fromFairford4 (pi. XXVI, fig. 2), occurs a
variation of the spiral which points to a Teutonic origin. It consists rather of hooks
than of spirals proper; a good example is to be seen on a silver brooch of unusual
form from Galsted, Schleswig (Salin, fig. 394). It occurs even in more southerly
parts of the Teutonic world, e.g. on a silver square-headed brooch from Charnay,
Sa6ne-et-Loire.5 Salin derives this hook motive from the hooks of the acanthus
tendril; its principal interest, as it occurs on the Fairford brooches, lies in its as-
sociation with zoomorphic ornament. The outer corners of the Schleswig brooch
are also occupied by figures of animals, described in detail by Salin as early ex-
amples of his Style I, the beginning of which he places in the latter part of the fifth
century. On turning to the Fairford brooches it will be found that though they
correspond in point of size and general appearance, yet they differ materially
from one another so far as the design is concerned. In the one the hooks forming
the border branches form a central stem ; in the other one row is attached to the
outer, the other to the inner ring, so that they abut on one another in the centre.
Again, in the one brooch the two animals surrounding the central boss are por-
trayed with all due regard to the relative size and position of the limbs, while
in the other a large portion of the available space has been allotted to the limbs
to the detriment of the body and neck. In the main the style of the animals is in
full accord with a fairly early period of Salin's Style I, and their fabrication may
be placed in the first half of the sixth century.
1
 Salin, op. cit., fig. 130. 2 Ibid., fig. 128.
3
 Boulanger, Cimetiere Franco-Me'rovingien et Carolingien de Marchclepot, pi. iv, fig. i.
4
 Wylie, Fairford Graves, pi. v, fig. 2 (a combination of the decoration of a pair of brooches
slightly differing in detail).
5
 Salin, op. cit., fig. 395.
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At this point it appears desirable to utter a warning against too strict an
application of Salin's method to English examples of zoomorphic ornament. A
close examination of many specimens of this ornament as known irr England has
convinced the writer that it is necessary to bear in mind the gradual lapse of time
from the date of the first landing of the invaders in strength and consequently
the ever-lengthening separation from Teutonic originals. These two considera-
tions, coupled with the fact that no example that can be definitely asserted to
have been executed in Denmark or North Germany has been found in the West-
Saxon area, demonstrate that there need be no cause for surprise if it is found that
the modifications in this ornamental style tend to advance in this country along
lines somewhat different from those which can be traced in Northern Europe.
In a pair of brooches from Long Wittenham1 the animal is treated in a
manner strongly resembling that of the Fairford brooches, particularly in the
details of the head. The manner in which the bodies, in order to fill out the
space, are duplicated and in one case triplicated in a kind of guilloche design
(fig. 2. i), and possibly under influence of that motive, seems to support strongly the
reservation which has been put forward above. The same feature is to be seen
on a square-headed brooch from Hedenmarkens Amt, Norway (Salin, fig. 538),
the details of which show the approach of the peculiarities of Salin's Style II, i. e.
c. A. D. 600, but in this example the clear demarcation of the limbs by means
of curved lines defining the junction of the legs with the body, which is well
seen in the Long Wittenham brooches, has almost disappeared or these lines
are so misplaced as to prove that their purpose was no longer understood.
It remains to notice other examples of zoomorphic design from this area.
The first is represented by a pair of saucer brooches from Fairford2 (pi. XXVI,
fig. 4). They are also figured by Salin (fig. 703),3 who regards the animal figured
in the text as typical of a later stage of his Style I. It is to be regretted that
he omitted to figure the other two animals which fill the circle, as in all three
cases the treatment of the head differs, thus affording another excellent instance
of the variations in vogue contemporaneously, such as were noted on other Fair-
ford brooches. In passing, attention may be directed to a saucer brooch from
Oddington, Gloucs., which, as far as one can judge from the unsatisfactory
drawing in the Gentleman's Magazine for April, 1787, may well have been the
work of the same craftsman.
From Fairford4 too comes a belt-plate with an oblong garnet set in the
1
 Archaeologia, xxxviii, pi. xix, fig. 4.
2
 Fairford Graves, pi. iii, fig. 5.
3
 The provenance is wrongly given as Kent in the text, though correctly stated in the inventory
at the end of the book.
4
 In the Ashmolean Museum (Evans Collection).
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 03 Jul 2018 at 11:30:46, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900011620
172 DISTRIBUTION OF ANGLO-SAXON SAUCER BROOCH
centre. It is identical with that from Kent figured by Salin, fig. 701, as his first
example of the later period of his Style I in England.
Lastly, on a pair of applied brooches from Brighthampton, Oxon.,1 a some-
what confused medley of animal limbs appears, but among this confusion some
interesting details are noticeable (pi. XXVI, fig. 5). One is the employment of
an animal with its head turned backwards and separated from the neck by a
perpendicular bar. The head is of a type well known from the pendent heads
which are placed on each side of the foot of the large square-headed brooches.
The demarcation of the head from the neck finds no parallel in Teutonic lands,
but recalls the early period of Style I, when it is common to define the junction
of the foot and the leg by such a bar.
Fig. 11. Examples of leg-design' on saucer brooches, a. Saxonbury, Sussex ; b. Chatham, Kent;
c. Long Wittenham, Berks., &c.; d. Haslingfield, Cambs. \.
Many of these brooches (e. g. pi. XXVI, figs. 7 and 8), particularly of the
saucer type, from their ornamentation belong to a later period of the settlements,
but it is not proposed to treat them in detail, as unnecessary for the immediate
purpose of this paper.
One type, however, deserves closer notice, as it belongs peculiarly to the
Western area, and in one of its forms (e. g. pi. XXVI, fig. 6) to quite a restricted
portion of that area, thus affording proof positive of its local fabric. It has been
found at Long Wittenham, Berks.2 (two examples), Filkins, Oxon.3 (three), and
Fairford4 (three). Its main feature is the central design, consisting of what
appear to be repeated animal legs (fig. 11 c). That this is actually so is proved by
1
 Archaeologia, xxxviii, pi. iii, fig. 9 2 Archaeologia, xxxix, pi. xi, fig. 3.
3
 Ibid., xxxvii. 142 (Mayer Collection 7557), and Mayer Collection 7563.
4
 Fairford Graves, pi. iii, fig. 1.
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other brooches presenting a less advanced stage of stylization found in Sussex
and Kent. Two found at Saxonbury, Sussex,1 are ornamented with the design
shown in fig. 11 a, and one from Chatham, Kent,2 with that shown in fig. 11 b. In
both these the legs are unmistakable, and their existence justifies the ascription
to this class of a pair of brooches from Haslingfield, Cambs. (fig. 11 d), which
might otherwise have been easily placed among the geometrically ornamented
series.3 It will be seen that while the upper part of the leg in a and c is defined
by two curved lines (in two instances in the Sussex examples even by three), in
the Kentish and Cambridgeshire brooches one line suffices. Types c and d
must certainly be placed late in the sixth century, if indeed they do not belong
to the seventh.
One noteworthy fact is brought out by the examination of the brooches from
this area, namely, that it is wellnigh impossible to single out any one cemetery
as earlier, archaeologically speaking, than the rest. The Fairford graves have
produced relics which cannot be dated later than others from Reading, Long
Wittenham, etc. This state of things brings archaeology into conflict with the
Chronicle, unless it is permissible to conjecture that those objects from Fairford
which were made in the first half ot the sixth century had been treasured for
some considerable period prior to their deposition in the graves of their owners.
It seems certain that the main line of advance was along the Thames Valley;4
all the settlements lie in the vicinity of the river or on one of its tributaries at no
great distance from the main stream. But unless the theory of heirlooms may
be used at will to explain the presence of early objects in what would otherwise,
both on historical and geographical grounds, appear to be late cemeteries, the
occupation of the upper reaches of the Thames must have been almost contem-
porary with the establishment of settlements at Long Wittenham and elsewhere
lower down the river. And further, if the Chronicle may be believed, this advance
must have taken in part an overland route, for the stronghold of Eynsham was
only captured about A.D. 571, and must have effectually barred any progress
by water before that time. Some indication of an overland route is perhaps
afforded by the Frilford cemetery. Here Professor Rolleston noted a succession of
burial customs extending from Romano-British times down to what he surmised
to be Saxon Christian interments. There is not much doubt that it was used by
the Saxons at an early, date.
The necessity for resorting to conjectures such as the above, in order to
1
 Lewes Museum, Sussex Arch. Coll., xxxviii. 177 ff.
2
 Ashmolean Museum (Douglas Collection).
3
 A parallel to the Haslingfield examples from Northfleet, Kent, is now in the Maidstone Museum.
4
 This statement does not carry with it any absolute denial of the veracity of the traditional account
of the West Saxon conquest. A sharp distinction should, however, be drawn between bands of immi-
grants accompanied by their families and a rapidly moving force of armed invaders.
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reconcile the archaeology of the period with the written records, shows clearly
that one or other of them must be somewhere at fault. I believe with all due
deference to the historians that the fault does not rest with the tangible evidence
of archaeology, and that, while the Chronicles perhaps contain the gist of the
matter, no very exact reliance need be placed on the dates as such.
A further point to be noticed in connexion with the saucer brooches from
Wessex is the comparative scarcity of good examples of early zoomorphic orna-
ment. Geometric designs predominate, and in a large number of instances these
can be traced directly to Romano-British sources. The reasons for this I shall
attempt to indicate at a later stage. And it is possible that the loan from Romano-
British art in this country was not confined to geometric motives. The mouth
of one scabbard from Brighthampton is decorated with an arrangement of spirals
quite classical in style, while on the chape of the same sword may be seen ani-
mals indicated by an incised outline. These have nothing in common with later
Teutonic models, but belong to the period of transition when all attempts at
naturalism had not been given up, and Teutonic art had not shaken itself free
from the influences spread by Roman civilization.
Parallels are afforded by buckles from near Sedan,
Dept. Ardennes, France,and from Hungary.1 Swords
arewell known tohave been highly prized and handed
down as heirlooms, but there is nothing in the orna-
mentation of the Brighthampton scabbard which
(though such a conjecture is not excluded) absolutely
necessitates its ascription to a continental workshop.
It can well have emanated from the same Romano-
British source as most of the designs on the brooches.
„ , Some of the examples known from the Continent,
Fig. 12. Silver disc. Waben, North- . r . . . . . . . . . . .
east France. (Ashmolean Museum). \. tWO OI which Mr. S m i t h has Cited in hlS paper,2 Will
be mentioned hereafter. What appears to be the em-
bossed silver disc of an applied brooch, now in the Evans Collection, was found
at Waben, near Montreuil, north-east of Calais. Within a Roman egg-and-tongue
border are four full-face animal heads with erect ears alternating with four rosettes.
There appears to have been a setting in a central rosette (fig. 12).
The Saucer Brooches of the Eastern Area.
Attention must now be directed to the Eastern Midlands, and examination
made of the rich material for archaeological study which this area has yielded
from a large number of cemeteries.
1
 Salin, op. cit., fig. 338, and Riegl, Die spatromische Kunstindustrie, pi. xxii, fig. 5.
2
 Arch. Journ., lxv. 80.
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At the outset it should be observed that, except for the battle of Bedcanford
(identified with Bedford) in 571, the Chronicle is absolutely silent about the
history of this district during the early part of the Anglo-Saxon invasions, so
that there is all the greater need for a close study of the antiquities in the hope
that typology may in some measure supply the information which history has
neglected to provide.
It has been noted above that the saucer andapplied brooch-types are by
no means absent from this area. Not only so, but they are present in large
numbers. Reference to the table appended to this paper will suffice to demon-
strate the truth of this assertion, and note should be taken of the striking dis-
parity in the proportion of types in the two areas, first the predominance of
geometric designs in the West and of zoomorphic ornament in the East, and
secondly the prevalence of the saucer brooch in the West and of the applied type
in the East. The division of the whole area over which this class of brooches is
diffused is admittedly of a somewhat arbitrary character, as the county boundaries
were at that time non-existent. It is, however, conditioned to some extent by
the facts recorded about the West Saxons, in particular the battle of Bedford,
but even more so by geographical considerations, and therefore tor convenience
a county division has been adopted. Some of the material from the Eastern area
may belong more properly to the Western area and vice versa. But the pro-
portions mentioned above will probably suffer no appreciable change by such
transferences as may be found necessary by further research, and in any case
the present investigation is not seriously affected thereby.
The greater part of the material from the Eastern area is distributed amongst
four Museums, namely, the British Museum, the Museum of Archaeology and
Ethnology at Cambridge, the Northampton Museum, and the Ashmolean
Museum, Oxford. The rest is for the most part preserved in private collections.
For reasons which will become apparent later I have elected to begin with
the more easterly cemeteries. From Norfolk, Essex, and all but the north-west
corner of Suffolk, none such is known. In the immediate neighbourhood ot
Cambridge, however, an extensive group of cemeteries was brought to light at
various times during the last century. The majority of these lay to the south-
west of Cambridge. Mention may be made of Barrington,1 Haslingfield, Edix
Hill Hole, Orwell,2 and Mai ton Farm. To the south-east lay the cemetery on
Linton Heath3 (104 graves), and to the east that of Little Wilbraham (188 graves
and 100 urns), both excavated by the Hon. R. C. Neville, the author of Saxon
Obsequies, in which the relics from the latter cemetery are published. Numerous
interments, amongst which cremation predominated, have also been found on the
site of Girton College.
1
 Cambr. Ant. Soc. Comm., v. 5. 2 Proceedings, v. 380. 3 Arch. Journ., xi. 95.
z 2
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Everything points to large settlements of long duration in this district, one
which is usually associated with the Angles, on account of the prevalence of
cremation and the use of the large cruciform brooch. These two peculiarities
do not, however, quite harmonize, as by far the greater number of the cruciform
brooches have been found with skeleton interments. There must have been
a considerable fusion of kindred races or tribes wearing similar ornaments, but
using different burial rites.
In the following pages an examination will be made of some of the saucer
and applied brooches from this and other settlements of what has been designated
the Eastern area, and an attempt will be made to prove the source of these
brooches.
Probably the most interesting of all is a pair of applied brooches found at
Barrington, one of which is figured in the volume of the Cambridge Antiquarian
Society s Communications for 1883 (vol. v, pi. Ill, fig. 2). The reproduction of the
design is, however, totally inadequate; a photograph of the original is given on
pi. XXVII (fig. 2).
The first glance shows a design quite unfamiliar on English brooches of the
early Anglo-Saxon period, namely, the human figure rendered in profile. The
human face is well known on the button brooches and other circular types and on
various parts of the large square-headed variety, but
nowhere else does an attempt to reproduce the whole
human figure in profile appear. A wide border is
filled with a succession of such figures adapted to
the width of the border in an ingenious manner.
The head, neck, and one arm—only one is shown—
are drawn first, perpendicularly to the rim; behind
is the body in three parts, namely, the trunk, the hip,
and one leg, the last degenerated into a tail-like
appendage. Any one who seeks for parallels to this
portrayal of the human figure in the mother lands/
of the invaders must be struck by one fact, namely,
Fig
-
I3
' S S j ! d \f' Skkne that the human figure is never used on the later
examples, but is always associated with other zoo-
morphic design either of the earliest period of Salin's Style I or of a period prior
even to that. Consequently there exists no justification in any case for dating
its use subsequent to A. D. 550, and there appears to be ample reason to doubt if
it was employed in Northern Europe much after the year 500. The nearest
parallel is to be seen on the famous square-headed brooch from Sjaelland, Den-
mark,1 on which also occurs an animal, which Salin" describes as a typical example
1
 Ant. Tidskr.f. Sverige, xi. 3, fig. 11. 2 Salin, op.cit, p. 224.
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of the earliest period of his Style I, i.e. of the latter half of the fifth century
(fig. 13 a-c). Already there can be noticed a tendency to straighten out the leg
and foot, and in view of the fact that the Barrington brooch was in all proba-
bility made in England, and the swiftness with which stylization of the zoomorphic
design set in—even in Northern Europe the examples of this period which show
well-designed animals are very few—there seem to be good grounds for dating
these brooches at latest to the first half of the sixth century. The zoomorphic
design which fills the inner border round the central boss accords fairly well with
some such date, as, though the animals have undergone dismemberment to a
certain degree, all the elements of which they are composed are present.
One important consideration must not be neglected in the study of the early
zoomorphic ornament as represented on objects found in England. This is the
scarcity of examples of Salin's Style II. It is impossible, of course, to draw a
sharp line between this and the
style of the preceding period. Salin
has concluded that the inception
of Style II in Northern Europe
must be placed about the begin-
ning of the seventh century, and
consequently its introduction into
England may be assigned to a date
only slightly later. The greater
proportion of objects thus orna-
mented have apparently been
brought to light in Kentish soil,
but Salin figures one notable ex-
ample found in Cambridgeshire.1
It is a large disc, richly gilded and
decorated with bosses of shells
with garnet centre. At the back
a stout rivet is affixed to the centre,
and at intervals round the circum-
ference are small perforations. The example figured by Salin is now in the
Cambridge Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology, and comes from Allington
Hill, near Six Mile Bottom. An exact duplicate, undoubtedly a pair to it, is
included in the Evans Collection, now in the Ashmolean Museum (fig. 14). This
example is labelled Alton Hill, near Bottisham, without a doubt the same hill
lying halfway between the two villages. Their purpose is somewhat difficult to
determine, but it may be conjectured that they served as breast ornaments, being
1
 Salin, op. cit, fig. 710.
Fig. 14. Gilt bronze disc. Alton Hill, near Bottisham, Cambs.
(Ashmolean Museum). \.
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both riveted and stitched to some stout material, perhaps a leather coat or tunic.1
To judge from the extreme scarcity of Style II in this district, it may well be
doubted whether these magnificent objects are of local fabric. There is much that
is reminiscent of Kentish work, both in the disposition of the bosses and in the
curious border placed round the rim and the centre boss. It is composed of
narrow beads, with alternating ribbed and plain portions, producing a wonderful
effect of light and shade, especially where plain and ribbed portions of the bead-
ing are placed in juxtaposition. This same style of border is very commonly
employed on the circular Kentish brooches of base silver set with wedge-shaped,
stepped, and oblong garnets, assigned by Mr. Smith to the latter half of the sixth
century. The significance of such objects decorated according to Style II will be
remarked on hereafter. Meanwhile it suffices to say that the scarcity of examples
of this style tends to prove the persistence of Style I in England beyond the time
at which it went out of fashion on the Continent. Before Style II could gain a
firm foothold in this country Christianity had stepped in, and by putting an end
to the custom of depositing relics with the dead, deprived us for ever of material
for the study of the diffusion of the canons of Style II among Anglo-Saxon
craftsmen.
A noteworthy feature of the Barrington brooch above mentioned is the
central stud, formed of a small disc set on a tall waisted stem, and projecting
high above the surface of the brooch. Studs of this type are of common occur-
rence in East Anglia and the Eastern Midlands, but I have only been able to
discover one example from the West Saxon area, namely, on an imperfect applied
brooch from East Shefford, Berks., now in the British Museum. To a saucer
brooch, said to have come from Dover,2 a somewhat more elaborate form of the
same stud is also affixed.
Also from Barrington come another pair of applied brooches (again inade-
quately figured, in the same publication,pi. Ill,fig. i), now in the Library at Trinity
College, Cambridge (pi. XXVII, fig. 4).3 They are decorated with a band of
animal figures. These are somewhat extravagantly drawn, but again all the limbs
are clearly recognizable. The most striking feature is the substitution of an arm
with an unmistakable hand, though with only three fingers and a thumb, for the
front leg in one of the animals.4 On a pair of small saucer brooches from Edix Hill
1
 Is it possible that some such ornament is indicated by the expression breost-weordung'm Beowulf,
1. 2505? Compare the restoration of a Nydam warrior (Montelius, Die Kultur Schwedens in vor-
christlicher Zeit, fig. 114). 2 In the British Museum.
?
' I have been given to understand that on the completion of the new Museum of Ethnology and
Archaeology at Cambridge the collection in Trinity College Library may be transferred thither.
4
 A parallel use of a hand instead of a foot is to be seen on the brooch from Hedenmarkens Amt,
Norway, mentioned above, but we may bring this pair rather into line with the first-mentioned pair
from Barrington.
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4. Barrington, Cambs.
7. Duston, Northants.
2. Barrington, Cambs.
> Malton Farm, Cambs.
8. Shefford, Beds.
3. Barrington, Cambs.
6. Duston, Northants.
9. Holdenby, Northants.
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Hole, Orwell,1 two animals are executed in a manner only a little more rude.
The brooches have never been cleaned, so that it is with great difficulty that
the design can be deciphered. A more advanced example is the saucer brooch
from Barrington2 in Mr. Conybeare's collection (pi. XXVII, fig. 3), but it is inter-
esting as the border is filled with a succession of legs, the chasing of which is
sharp and clean, recalling the design round a saucer brooch from Fairford,3 on
which the central motive is a well-executed star. The same design also occurs
on a square-headed brooch from the Isle of Wight;4 the animal ornament on
this example and the general execution places it beyond a doubt not later than
A. D. 550, and probably early in the century. The same applies to the large
ornate brooch from Barrington.5 All the component elements of the animals
in the central panel of the head-plate and on two panels on the bow are clearly
distinguishable. As on the Isle of Wight brooch, a band of tendril design
borders the three outer sides of the head-plate.
The Malton Farm cemetery has produced one large applied brooch of
interest; round a centre boss, the setting of which is lost, are three animals, ex-
hibiting a fair standard of execution. The outer ring is occupied by a fifteen-point
star or dog-tooth pattern, the spaces between the points of which are each filled
with an animal's leg (pi. XXVII, fig. 5).
Lastly, mention must be made of a design of common occurrence. Eleven
examples are known, namely, four from Barrington in the Cambridge Museum,6
three from Malton, one each from Haslingfield and Hauxton (pi. XXVII, fig. 1)
in the Evans Collection, and two from Linton at Audley End. The same design
is represented by eight specimens at Kempston, Beds.7 It consists of a central
cross, each arm containing a rude face, the intervening spaces occupied by legs.
An outer border is filled with a zoomorphic pattern, in which heads and legs seem
to constitute the predominant elements. Mr. Smith pronounces this type to
belong to the early part of the sixth century. There is not much in the decoration
of the type in itself to support this hypothesis, and it may be admitted that it is
but seldom that the saucer brooches have been discovered in association with
other objects which are of much value towards determining their date. One
instance of such association of the above-mentioned type, however, does occur
in the cemetery at Linton, a cemetery which, to judge from the relics recovered,
can hardly have been used much later than the middle of the sixth century.
A richly furnished grave8 produced two examples of applied brooches thus
1
 In Trinity College Library, Cambridge.
2
 Camb. Ant. Soc. Comm., vol. v, pi. xi, fig. i. 3 Fairford Graves, 16, fig.
4
 V.C. H. Hants., 388, coloured plate. 6 Camb. Ant. Soc. Comm., v, pi. viii.
6
 Ibid., pi. iv, fig. 1.
7
 Associated Architectural Societies' Reports, vii. 269 ff., pi. iii, fig. 2.
8
 Arch. Journ., xi. 96 (grave 9).
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ornamented, together with a fine example of the large square-headed brooch.
This is figured by Akerman,1 but the decoration is far less debased than the
illustration suggests. Its comparatively early date is assured by the well-marked
survival of knobs round the head-plate. On typological grounds it thus falls
into line with the date otherwise assigned to the type of applied brooches with
which it was associated.
It may be noted that the Haslingfield relics comprise many products of a
later period, especially several large cruciform brooches, but none of early types.
This somewhat negative evidence for an early use of the cemetery so far as the
Fig. 15. Bronze brooch. Malton Farm, Cambs.
(Ashmolean Museum). J.
Fig. 16. Bronze cruciform brooch. Malton Farm, Cambs.
(Ashmolean Museum). \.
saucer brooches are concerned is, however, counterbalanced by the material from
Malton Farm. It includes apparently no examples of large cruciform brooches,
but there are two interesting brooches, one probably, the other undoubtedly, of
an early date. The first is unique in form (fig. 15), consisting of two pendent
heads such as are usually placed just below the bow of the large square-headed
brooches. Between these heads is a wide triangular plate, divided down the
median line by a tubular ridge, hollow at the back. Across the space between
1
 Akerman, Pagan Saxondom, pi. xxxvii.
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the heads is a sunk panel chased with a cable design, distinctly a survival from
Roman art such as is very rarely found in this part of England. The second brooch
is of the cruciform type (fig. 16). It is in splendid preservation, though the two
side-knobs are wanting. From the clean-cut facets and the general excellence
of the workmanship, coupled with the presence of a screw-like end to the upper
knob and of a long pin-catch, extending nearly the whole length of the foot, it
•must certainly be regarded as of other than English fabric, that is to say, as an
importation, possibly from Denmark. A very similar brooch from Skogen, Larvik
Amt, Norway, is figured by Schetelig in his Cruciform Brooches of Norway, and
is dated by him about A.D. 500.1 The Malton example appears to differ from
it in just those details which, according to Schetelig, mark the variation between
the Norwegian and Danish brooches, notably in the length of the upper part of
the foot between the bow and the animal-head finial.
Apart from this example no cruciform brooches of any size come from this
cemetery, certainly none which can be dated late in the century. There are on
the other hand a large number of what maybe termed the trefoil type, a smaller
variety of the cruciform brooch, sometimes with a head of trefoil form, sometimes
like a Maltese cross, the latter the earlier in point of development. These, as
Salin2 has shown, are rare in the Teutonic area, and are there confined with two
exceptions3 to the very districts, namely Schleswig-Holstein and the lower Elbe,
from which tradition brought the first invaders of England. They are there asso-
ciated with brooches which can be assigned to the fifth century, and numerous
examples from East Anglia and the Eastern Midlands are, to judge from their
form, but very little later in date. It is noteworthy that, apart from the saucer
brooches, they are the type which occurs most commonly in the West Saxon
area, but nevertheless no still earlier types are known from further east.
Passing westwards, there is one cemetery in the Eastern Midlands which has
come to light since the publication of the Victoria County History of 'Northampton-
shire*and whichhas animportant bearing on the question of the distribution of the
saucer brooch. It is situated just outside Northampton at Duston, where many
Roman remains have also been found. From it no less than twenty-one round
brooches,one fragmentary, have been preserved—and of these fourteen are of the
applied type. Other remains includedalarge square-headed brooch,an enamelled
Roman brooch found in a Saxon grave, and a Celtic pin with a ring-head orna-
mented with projecting studs.5 There is an entire absence of large cruciform
brooches; even the small trefoil variety is but sparsely represented. No less
than ten of the applied brooches and three saucer brooches are decorated with
1
 p. .26, fig. 31. 2 Op.dt.,
 p . 74.
3
 A third example from Friesland is now in the Friesch Museum at Leeuwarden.
4
 Proceedings, 2 S., xix. 310. 5 All now in Northampton Museum.
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zoomorphic designs; of these one pair in particular is of interest as bearing on
the present investigation (pi. XXVI I, fig. 7). They are of the applied type; within
a beaded border is a four-point star pattern, the whole centre of which is filled
by a ' rosette' with a high stud of the East Anglian type in the middle. The points
of the star are filled with well-executed grotesque faces much in advance of the
stylized T-shaped variety which occurs, for example, on brooches from Fairford.
The quasi-diamond panels between the points in the outer ring each contain
a crouching animal, somewhat cramped by reason of the shape of the space it
was destined to fill, but otherwise clearly rendered. One feature worthy of
note is the pear-shaped upper joint of the front leg. It is of a type only met with
in Scandinavia in early sixth-century zoomorphic ornament.
In dealing with the Malton Farm cemetery a description has been given
above of an applied brooch with a fifteen-point star, the spaces between them
filled with animal legs, and an inner ring of zoomorphic design. The Duston
cemetery has yielded a pair which are identical in size and ornamentation, except
for a slight difference in the treatment of the central zoomorphic design. Like
the Malton example, there has been a setting, probably of glass, in the centre
rosette. The beaded edging of the star-points and the borders to the circles in
the Duston brooches is a trifle more pronounced, but this is a feature which they
have in common with others from the same cemetery. The saucer brooches from
Duston appear to belong chiefly to a late period of the occupation of the site,
though three with stars, carefully executed in the Kerbschnitt technique, may be
earlier (pi. XXVIII, fig. i). Two of them have the prominent knobs which
characterize many of these brooches from this area. The rest are, however, of
small size and show a debased and unintelligent treatment of the animal motive.
Similar brooches are known from East Shefford, Berks.1 (pi. XXVI, fig. 8). This
style of decoration may be said to reach its climax on the two enormous saucer
brooches from Wheatley, Oxon.2 (pi. XXVIII, fig. 8). Any attempt to decipher
the pattern is bound to result in failure. Only in certain combinations of strokes
may be traced faint reminiscences of some of the most pronounced features of
the zoomorphic ornament.
Yet another parallel to the Duston and Malton brooches mentioned above is
forthcoming in an imperfect specimen from North Luffenham, Rutland." Enough
of the embossed disc is preserved to show that it agrees with the other two speci-
mens in the general composition of the design, but again there is a certain measure
of variation in the central zoomorphic design. No accurate record was kept
of the objects associated in the various graves, but the cemetery has yielded
1
 In Reading Museum; another example in the possession of Mr. J. O'N. Barnes of Lambourn,
who has kindly supplied a photograph of it.
2
 De Baye, Industrial Arts of the Anglo-Saxons, pi. viii, fig. i. 3 Archaeologia, lxii. 481 ff.
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cruciform and other brooches which must belong to the beginning of the sixth
century at latest.
It is hardly necessary here to dilate upon the close connexion which must
have existed from a comparatively early period between the settlements in Rut-
land and its vicinity and those of East Anglia. The striking analogies which
are presented by the relics from their respective cemeteries have been fully
dealt with in the account recently published of the rich find of objects at Market
Overton in the north of Rutland, and reference may be made to that account.1
It is only necessary to draw attention to the presence in the above-mentioned
cemetery of a saucer brooch, the decoration of which is identical with that on an
example from Shefford, Bedfordshire (pi. XXVII, fig. 8). What I am more con-
cerned to establish is the close relationship existing between the settlers in
Bedfordshire, particularly at Kempston, and Cambridgeshire. As far as the saucer
brooches are concerned, that relationship may be taken to be proved, but addi-
tional evidence is not wanting. From these two districts come examples of another
class of brooches which do not occur elsewhere in England. These are the equal-
armed brooches. Specimens are known from Haslingfield,2 Little Wilbraham,3
Newnham,4 and Kempston.5 The finest and to all appearances the earliest exam-
ple comes from the first-named cemetery. It is of silver, while the other three are
of bronze and of poorer workmanship, that from Newnham being unornamented
except for a faint border of a punched design. These brooches have a peculiar
interest in that close parallels to them occur in the province of Hanover, N.Ger-
many. Other types whose origin is to be sought in the same continental area have
been found at Kempston, and in Cambridgeshire. Attention was drawn to the sig-
nificance of these brooches inEnglish cemeteries bySalin in 1894; he pointed out
that they belong to the earliest relics of Teutonic settlements in England, since
they can on typological grounds be assigned with some degree of certainty to
the first half of the fifth century, though their deposition in Anglo-Saxon graves
must have taken place somewhat later. Yet another link is the occurrence at
Kempston of a cinerary urn of the usual coarse type with a piece of green glass
inserted in the base; just such another urn from the cemetery of Girton, Cam-
bridgeshire, is now in the Cambridge Museum, and a third found near Stamford
1
 Archaeologia, lxii. 481 ff.
2
 Salin, op. cit., fig. 699. Salin records it in his inventory of illustrations as coming from Hasling-
field, Bedfordshire, and the mistake is repeated under the actual figure, where the provenance is given
as Bedfordshire, England.
3
 Neville, Saxon Obsequies, pi. 2. i Salin, op. cit., fig. 176.
5
 Assoc. Arch. Soc. Reports, vii, pi. ii, fig. 9.
0
 Cp. Salin, op. cit., figs 176 and 177, and Jahrbuch des Provinzial-Museums zu Hannover, April,
1907-8, pis. vi, vii, and viii
7
 Manadsblad, 1894, 29.
A a 2
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is now in the City and County Museum, Lincoln.1 Continental parallels occur
in cemeteries in the province of Hanover.
The answerto the whole question of the distribution of these circular brooches
depends on the degree of acceptance which is to be accorded to the historical
data of the Saxon Chronicle. Supposing that the date of the battle of Bedford
in 571 is approximately, even if not substantially, accurate, there can hardly
have existed any intercourse before that date sufficiently effective to support
the theory that the early examples of these brooches from Cambridgeshire and
the Eastern Midlands could have been imported thither. It is a trite fact
and one that is well warranted by prehistoric research that trade is in no
way dependent on conquest, and that economic relations continue to exist
irrespective of and undisturbed by war, even between the races or tribes con-
cerned. But this can hardly have been the case in the early days of the Anglo-
Saxon conquest. F or, pace Professor Oman's conjecture that ' Walas' (Britons)
is a compiler's error for Angles,2 the whole tenor of the tradition of the West
Saxon advance is one of perpetual opposition to the newcomers by the Romano-
British inhabitants. There appears to be no valid reason for supposing that the
Britons had been entirely ousted from East Oxfordshire and Buckinghamshire.
It has been noticed above how peculiarly close is the relation between the Anglo-
Saxon settlements and the river systems. The district between the Thames and
Bedford can have offered little inducement in this respect for an advance from
the West Saxon side apart from the immediate necessity of subduing uncom-
fortable neighbours. Certainly none of the settlements in Buckinghamshire
have the appearance of being early, to judge from the relics found in their ceme-
teries. Everything points to an effective barrier between Bedfordshire and the
Thames Valley until late in the sixth century, and if this barrier to territorial
acquisition consisted in the resistance of Romano-Britons, it must have been
equally effective in preventing any trade intercourse between the Anglo-Saxons
who occupied the districts to the north-east and south-west. When Professor
Oman remarks on the improbability of the presence of the British within thirty-
five to forty-five miles of London at so late a period, he perhaps does not take
sufficiently into account the thickly forested districts lying between. The scarcity
of relics of the period from Hertfordshire certainly tends to prove that in this
direction at any rate the barrier was an effectual one.
A further objection to the theory that these brooches, where met with in
the Eastern area, are to be regarded as due to West Saxon influence, is met by
a consideration of the numbers found in the two areas.
It is generally agreed that the adoption of Christianity was signalized by
1
 Lincolnshire Notes and Queries, vol. xi, 101 and plate.
2
 England before the Norman Conquest, p. 230. s Op. cit., p. 230.
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a gradual cessation of the practice of depositing relics in the graves of the dead.
In that case the whole period during which the burial of the pagan owners in
the Eastern area, who had adopted the West Saxon form of brooch, can have
taken place, amounts to some sixty years. By A.D. 635] the new religion had,
according to Bede, obtained a fair measure of acceptance in the eastern counties.
This period would appear at first sight ample for the purpose, but the numbers
found to the east and north of Kempston amount to practically two-thirds of
those from West Saxon sources. And in this latter category those from Bucking-
hamshire have been included, although it is in this county that I am inclined to
place the debatable territory. However, the examples found there are not suffi-
ciently numerous to affect the proportion materially.
The approximate date of the introduction of Christianity into Wessex is also
A.D. 635, when Cynegils, the West Saxon king, was baptized at Dorchester, Oxon.
That is to say, the West Saxon examples can be spread over a period of about
a century and a half. Is it credible that a brooch-type should be more richly
represented in the districts of its adoption than in the region in which it origi-
nated ? Some of those ornamented with Teutonic zoomorphic designs are as
early, if indeed not earlier than any known from Wessex. In short, it is incon-
ceivable that they can all have been imported from the latter area or made under
West Saxon influence subsequent to A.D. 571.
The only possible explanation appears to lie in the hypothesis that these
types of brooches were in use in both areas contemporaneously. Not only so, but
it is perhaps possible to assign with some degree of certainty the various ceme-
teries in which they are found to their respective areas. The line of demarcation
which it seems should be drawn between them will be apparent from what has
gone before. In spite of the Chronicle, there appear to be the strongest grounds
for assigning Kempston to the eastern district, in which geographically it finds
a more natural place. Not only has the cemetery produced relics of an early
period of the invasions, but these relics find no parallels in the West Saxon area,
while such have actually been found further east. It is true that examples of the
applied brooches decorated with a cruciform pattern, the arms of which are
filled with rude faces—a type represented by no less than eight specimens at
Kempston—have also been found in Berkshire, but against this has to be placed
the by no means inconsiderable number noticed from Cambridgeshire. Those
from Berkshire were found at Frilford, a cemetery which has been used above
to support a somewhat early date for some of the relics found there. But at the
same time Rolleston concluded from a consideration of the various modes of
burial observed that signs were not wanting of the influence of Christian teach-
ing. Is it possible that these brooches came from the same source as the large
1
 Bede, Eccles. History, ii, cap. 15.
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number of urns found both here and at Long Wittenham ? Whatever may be
the facts about the latter, the balance of the evidence seems to be in favour of
the brooches having been imported into this Berkshire settlement from further
north. Any idea that the Frilford brooches afford evidence of the source from
which were derived all the specimens of this type found in the Eastern area can
be shown to be absolutely untenable.
Those parts of England which were occupied by the invaders during the
early period of Anglo-Saxon history can be mapped out in some measure into
archaeological provinces according
to the relics found in each. Whether
they agree strictly with the tribal
divisions recorded by Bede in every
case is doubtful. Among the relics,
however, which come from the dis-
tricts traditionally occupied by the
Angles is one class of objects, insigni-
ficant in themselves, but none the less
distinctive. These are the clasps
which are found by the wrists of skele-
tons, one pair by each arm (fig. 17).
They are usually simple in form and
decoration; ornate examples are
more uncommon. They occur with
great frequency in the cemeteries of
East Anglia and the Eastern Mid-
lands, and also of the more northerly
counties as far as Yorkshire. But
they have never been found in West
Saxon graves. They can therefore
be regarded as an article of dress or
ornament peculiar to one element of
the Teutonic invaders, or, at any rate,
to an area in which history has placed
that element. They are not found, of
course, in every grave, but in several
cases their association with saucer
brooches is recorded. The instance of such association most pertinent to -the
present argument is perhaps the richly furnished grave at Linton, Cambridgeshire,
noted above. The saucer brooch in this grave was ol what may be termed, for
the sake of simplicity, the Kempston type, and it was remarked above that the
Fig. 17. Bronze wrist-clasps (front and back views).
a and b. Haslingfield, Cambs.; c and d. Mitchell's Hill,
Icklingham, Suffolk. \ .
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Linton cemetery had been abandoned before the end of the sixth century, that is
to say before any cultural influences from the West could have been brought to
bear on this part of England.
The association of similar types is also recorded at Barrington (grave 75).
In this instance it is true that the ornamentation of the clasps consists of decadent
animal forms of Salin's Style I,1 but not only are these clasps recorded in asso-
ciation with other saucer and applied brooches from Cambridgeshire, but on one
occasion at Barrington (grave 61) they accompanied the applied brooches {supra,
p. 178), which by reason of the execution of the zoomorphic design could be assigned
to a fairly early date in the sixth century. The same combination was observed
at Duston; and at Holdenby, in a late burial, part of a clasp was found with
two saucer brooches and a remarkable example of the large square-headed type.
These clasps appear also to have been found at Kempston, though they are not
actually stated to have been associated with brooches.2
Furthermore, the evidence so far as it goes is all on the side of these clasps
being worn by women only. If, then, the saucer brooches are of West Saxon origin,
itwould presuppose an extension of West Saxon influence far beyond anything that
the historical records warrant. It is hardly likely that the Anglian women would
have adopted a West Saxon form without a corresponding adoption of Anglian
types by their West Saxon sisters. The distinctive Anglian brooch, the large cruci-
form type, has never been found in Wessex; and even the large square-headed
variety is quite uncommon, though this latter form does not appear to be restricted
to any one tribe. In the years immediately following the battle of Bedcanford the
West Saxons appear to have turned all their attention to the West, as shown by the
battles of Deorham six years later,after a further interval of seven years at Fethan-
leag. It is almost inconceivable therefore that their influence north and east of
Bedford can have ever been so far-reaching as to cause an almost immediate adop-
tion of the type of brooch most in vogue amongst them. No other explanation
could account for so many early examples in the Eastern area. The absence of
clasps3 from the Kempston cemetery need not in itself cause surprise. A solution
of the difficulty can possibly be found in the diffusion of various classes of objects
in the cemeteries of the Eastern area. The cruciform brooch proper undoubtedly
belongs to the tribes known as Angles, who appear to have received reinforce-
1
 Camb. Ant. Soc. Comni., v, pi. iv, fig. 4. See also Salin, op. cit., 326, and fig. 705.
2
 Assoc. Arch. Soc. Reports, vii. 285, June 3rd. Mr. Reginald A. Smith has kindly searched for
these at my request, but reports that they are not among the collection from that site in the British
Museum. It seems, however, that not all the objects figured in the account above mentioned are in
that collection, e.g. brooches figured pi. ii, fig. 1, and pi. vi, fig. 1. The matter therefore is.still
doubtful.
3
 In spite of note 2 above, I here assume, for the sake of argument, that none were found at
Kempston.
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ments from Norway during the sixth century.1 These brooches, as has been
shown, are scarce in the majority of cemeteries where the saucer type is at all
widely represented. For example, none occurs at Kempston or Duston; at
Linton there were one or two fairly early examples; at Malton Farm one was
an early one and the rest certainly not late, nor are these numerous or of any
size. It is only at Barrington that they are represented in any quantity, but in
this case all the large examples are almost certainly later than A. D. 550. On the
other hand, the sleeve-clasps which from their frequent occurrence in Anglian
cemeteries2 may be equally regarded as a speciality of the tribes comprised by
that name, appear at an earlier date in conjunction with saucer brooches.
It may be conjectured therefore that the districts occupied in Bede's time
by what he calls Middle Angles were in the first instance settled by a people
having closer affinities in point of ornaments to the West Saxons. This people
seem to have gradually moved westwards before the advancing Angles, who,
though they occupied the neighbourhood of Cambridge and possibly absorbed
the remnant of the previous settlers, did not penetrate immediately, if at all, to
southern Northamptonshire and Bedfordshire. The corollary is that the Kemp-
ston cemetery may be taken to represent one of the first of these removals, and
the absence of sleeve-clasps to show that this removal took place before any
effective intercourse with the Angles had taken place. The Duston settlement
belongs to a somewhat later date, while the Barrington graves show the suc-
cessive occupations; the cemetery at Linton was only in use until at latest about
A. D. 550.3 Those at Wilbraham and Girton show the Anglian element in full
possession. The partial adoption of Anglian ornaments, as evidenced by the
sleeve-clasps, certainly presents some difficulties; all that can be said is that
the fashion or tradition in the matter of brooches was too strong among the
earlier settlers to admit of the introduction of the rival type.
A comparison of the relics found in Cambridgeshire and the Eastern Midlands
with those of Wessex emphasizes one fact, namely, the number of objects in the
former area to which an early date can be definitely assigned. Moreover, they
bear a close resemblance to objects found in the native lands of the invaders.
As the date of these latter can on typological grounds be placed in the first half
of the fifth century, the evidence is strongly in favour of settlements having been
established in these districts of England before the end of the century. On the
other hand, the West Saxon territory is marked by an entire absence of brooches
and the like which can with certainty be assigned to an earlier period than the
1
 Schetelig, op. cit., 104 and 112. 2 See Saxon Obsequies, passim.
3
 It is worthy of remark that not a single case of cremation was found in this cemetery. Saucer
brooches when found with cremation burial appear always to be late in type, e.g. at Girton, Cambs.,
and Marton, Warwickshire.
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beginning of the sixth century, a fact which harmonizes with the date of the
landing of the West Saxons recorded in the Chronicle. The only exceptions
are a few relics which can with some plausibility be regarded as Jutish, e. g. a
small brooch found at Harnham Hill, and in this connexion it is noteworthy that
they occur in cemeteries situated at no great distance from the coast, in short,
close to the part of Hampshire which according to Bede was occupied by that
tribe. Yet another contrast exists in the decorative motives employed in these two
areas. In the Eastern area they are for the most part Teutonic in character, that is
to say zoomorphic, while in the West the proportion of survivals from Roman
designs is very large. So frequent are they that the invaders must have borrowed
extensively from Roman sources to supplement their own system of ornament,
and this artistic loan must have remained an integral part of that system for a
considerable period. An interesting example of such survival of borrowed geo-
metric designs is a saucer brooch (pi. XXV, fig. 8) decorated with the star motive
found at Bidford on the Warwickshire Avon, a settlement which can hardly
have been established until almost the close of the sixth century. There seems to
be no doubt that in Western England there was a revival of designs which by
this time had fallen into disuse in Northern Europe.
It is obvious even from the meagre information which we possess of this
period of English history that the first wave of Anglo-Saxon invasion was not
that which is actually recorded in the Chronicle. There were almost certainly
two waves. The first partook more of the nature of raids than a campaign of
occupation. During this early period bands of Teutonic pirates descended on
our coasts and swept across the country in search of loot and plunder. In these
raids naturally only the male portion of the tribes to which the invaders belonged
took part. The second wave consisted in a wholesale migration of Teutonic
tribes from North Germany and Denmark, bringing with them their families and
possessions, and bent on permanent settlement.1 The previous incursions into
East Anglia rendered the task of occupation one of no great difficulty. Here
the Romano-British element had been in a large measure obliterated. But it
was otherwise in the West. The first inroads had driven the natives back in that
direction, but during the interval they had recovered ground to some extent,
so that when the Saxons sought to establish themselves in permanent occupa-
tion they found themselves confronted by continual opposition from the natives.
This would amply account for the slow progress as recorded by the Chronicle,
and would also explain the persistence in this region of motives belonging to
the older classical art which had practically perished in the more easterly counties.
As the table of finds will show, geometric designs are not unknown, but
are much scarcer in the Eastern area. They are usually employed on saucer
, * It is satisfactory to find that this view has the authoritative support of Prof. Haverfield in his
chapter on Roman Britain in the first volume of the recently published Cambridge Mediaeval History.
VOL. LXIII. B b
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 03 Jul 2018 at 11:30:46, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900011620
190 DISTRIBUTION OF ANGLO-SAXON SAUCER BROOCH
brooches of small size, and in most cases have all the appearance of late work.
As examples of early work may be noticed a pair of brooches from Linton with
an elaborate design somewhat resembling those from Chatham and Harnham
Hill (p. 166), and on them, as on the Chatham brooch, a border of tendril design
is substituted for the guilloche ornament. Perhaps the same may be said of
three examples of the star-motive from Duston.
The probability of a late date for the saucer brooches with geometric design
is strengthened by comparing those with zoomorphic patterns. In no case do we
find animals portrayed in the intelligible form which we have seen on similar
DESIGNS ON SAUCER BROOCHES: Sp ira l
Fig. 18. Map of South-east England, showing distribution of spiral and star (with incurved sides).
brooches from Fairford and Long Wittenham. In the Eastern area the earliest
of these designs on a saucer brooch exhibits an advanced stage of decadence;
only on the applied type is there an intelligible rendering of these motives. The
map (fig. 18) may help to give some idea of the wide diffusion of two ot the
commoner geometric designs, but to appreciate its full significance it is neces-
sary to read it side by side with the lists at the end of the paper.
While treating of circular brooches ornamented with animal motives, it seems
desirable to make more widely known a remarkable pair of brooches found by
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Baron A. von Htigel in a grave in St. John's College Cricket Ground, Cambridge,
and now in the Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology at Cambridge. The
grave, that of a woman, contained two strings of beads, chiefly of amber, two small
square bronze belt plates, a bronze buckle of a well-known Kentish type with a
silver embossed plaque inserted in the triangular plate, and the two circular
brooches. They are of the applied type or possibly imitations of the Kentish
cloison type, but the rim is now lost, and it is hard to say if the embossed silver
plate was originally in contact with the bronze back or separated by some sub-
stance. In the centre is a large hole which was probably occupied by a boss,
such as are found in the Kentish brooches. Two central rings are filled with a
species of rope pattern, but it is the outer ring which deserves special attention.
Fig. 20. Brooch. Cambridge.
Fig. 19. Brooches, beads, &c. Cambridge.
It is filled with five animals, depicted in a life-like manner such as is unknown in
any other example of Anglo-Saxon zoomorphic ornament. With their threaten-
ing jaws and spare flanks, they must certainly have been intended to represent
the lean grey wolf. They are certainly the most natural animals known from
Early Anglo-Saxon art. Unfortunately they cannot be dated early, as the buckle
with which they were associated is a late one, probably not earlier than the begin-
ning of the seventh century. I am inclined to regard the brooches as an attempt
to imitate the form of the Kentish cloison type with zoomorphic ornament sub-
stituted for the cloisons. But it is strange to find this remarkable example of
naturalism at a period when the zoomorphic ornament had reached an advanced
degree of stylization as a result of the subordination of the design itself to the
object which it served to adorn.
B b 2
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 03 Jul 2018 at 11:30:46, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900011620
192 DISTRIBUTION OF ANGLO-SAXON SAUCER BROOCH
Kentish Influence at the End of the Sixth Century.
It is curious to note the influence of Kentish types on the saucer brooches.
One comparatively common type is decorated with three panels of debased zoo-
morphic design separated by three plain wedges, an undoubted imitation of the
Kentish jewelled brooches ornamented with three or more wedge-shaped garnets
(pi. XXVIII, fig. 4). Three examples are included in the Gibbs Collection in
the British Museum, said to have come from King's Field, Faversham.' Well-
authenticated specimens were found at Long Wittenham,2 as also from Stand-
lake and Wheatley, Oxon. (pi. XXVIII, figs. 7 and 8); on another pair from Bar-
rington, Cambs.3 (pi. XXVIII, fig. 6), a cruciform division is adopted which,
though less accurately copied, is certainly based on the Kentish type with four
garnets.4 The date of these Kentish brooches has been fixed to the latter part of
the sixth century, thus providing a terminus post quern for the Saxon imitations..
The adoption of this method of decoration falls into line with the diffusion of a
large number of relics of Kentish fabric, such as a variety of buckles, the jewelled
brooches found at Milton North Field, near Abingdon, Berks., and the like, and
it is not perhaps too bold to surmise that this diffusion was the result to some
extent of the extension of Aethelbert's power at the close of the sixth century.
It is not necessary, of course, to ascribe this diffusion entirely to this cause,
especially as several of the examples cited come from territory which was not
included in Aethelbert's hegemony, but so far as East Anglia is concerned the
explanation given is at least tempting.
The Origin of the Applied and Saucer Brooches.
In conclusion, I may perhaps be permitted to offer some ideas as to the
origin of these brooches, a point which, so far as I have been able to discover,
has as yet not been elucidated. It must have struck any one interested in this
period as strange that we should possess in England a fully developed brooch-
form for which no continental prototype can be adduced, whereas the history
of all the other forms known from Anglo-Saxon graves can be traced to conti-
nental sources. Salin places the ' button'-brooches at the head of the series, and
notes a parallelism between them and certain Scandinavian studs. He continues6:
'Ausserhalb Englands habe ich ahnliche Fibeln eigentlich nur an der Westkiiste
1
 Roach-Smith, Cat. of Anglo-Saxon Antiquities (Gibbs Coll.), p. 6.
2
 Archaeologia, xxxviii, pi. xix, fig. 5. 3 Camb. Ant. Soc. Comm., v, pi. xi, fig. 3.
4
 A better example (see pi. xxviii, fig. 5) was found in a cremation urn at Marton, Warwickshire
(Proceedings, v. 303).
6
 The above suggestion would also afford an explanation of the leg-design on brooches found in
Kent and Cambridgeshire noticed above (p. 173). ° Salin, op. at., 88.
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i. Duston, Northants.
(Reduced size.) 2. Woodstone, Hunts. }. 3. Malton Farm, Cambs.
EASTERN AREA. GEOMETRIC DESIGNS
/ .<?/
4. Ash, Kent.
(Circular jewelled brooch.) 6. Barrington, Cambs.
5. Marton, Warwick (with cremation burial).
(Sketch after original.)
7. Standlake, Oxon.
8. Wheatley, Oxon.
INFLUENCE OF KENTISH JEWELLED BROOCHES ON 'SAUCER' TYPES }
Published by the Society of Antiquaries of London, 1912
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Frankreichs notirt, die gerade urn diese Zeit sich englischem Einfluss sehr zu-
ganglich zeigt.' That is to say, he appears to attribute the occurrence of this
type on the Continent to a reflex influence from England.
Last summer during a tour of a number of museums in the districts from
which tradition brought the Anglo-Saxons, what impressed me most forcibly
was the manner in which the culture of that region, as evidenced by the
relics preserved, seems to stop short at exactly the point at which it begins in
our country. Thus, to take the province of Hanover, one of the latest brooch-
forms is the equal-armed variety which, as we have seen, is one of the earliest
types in this country.
Fig. 2T. Buckles, attachment-plates, &c. Dorchester, Oxon. (Ashmolean Museum.)
Among the more prevalent forms is a disc-brooch. Owing to the fact that
cremation was the practically universal method of disposing of the dead only
a few perfect examples are preserved.1 They consist of two parts, a round disc
of bronze to which is affixed another embossed disc, but there is no rim as in
the English brooches. From its association with other types and from the form
of the urns m which it has been found, it is evident that this brooch remained
in use to the close of the fourth century and probably beyond. We have thus
some reason to suppose that, so far as technique is in question, the applied brooch
is earlier than the saucer.
1
 This is the type represented by a back-plate from the famous find at Dorchester Oxon The
objects with which it was associated are identical with those belonging to the culture to which this
brooch-type belongs in North Germany (fig. 21).
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 03 Jul 2018 at 11:30:46, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900011620
i94 DISTRIBUTION OF ANGLO-SAXON SAUCER BROOCH
Another point in connexion with these disc-brooches is the constant presence
of a hole in the centre, in which sometimes a tall iron rivet is preserved. What
was the ornamental material which this rivet served to secure I have been unable
to discover, nor is it of immediate interest. What I wish to suggest is that in
the tall studs which occur often on saucer and applied brooches in the ' Eastern'
area we have possibly a survival of this tall rivet. One of these disc-brooches
from Altenwalde, near Cuxhaven, is furnished with a deep pin-catch like the pair
from Frilford noted above.51
Fig. 22. Objects from cremation burial at Alten Buls, Kr. Zeven, Hanover.
We are still, however, in ignorance as to the reason for the rim and its origin,
and on that point I fear I can offer no suggestion. But I believe that the form
came with the invaders and in that respect falls into line with all other relics of
the Anglo-Saxon period. I have only a solitary piece of evidence for this
statement, but yet its validity is, I think, beyond question.
In the Museum fur Volkerkunde at Hamburg is an associated find from Alten
Buls, near Soltram in the district of Zeven, which lies west of Hamburg.1 The
objects constituting this find are :
1
 Jahrbuch der wissenschaftlichen Anstalten zu Hamburg, iv (1887), E. Rautenberg, Romische und
germanische Altertumer.
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Tweezers, earpick, a cylindrical piece of bone ornamented at the end with
an arrangement of five dots conceivably intended for stamping pottery, a bronze
buckle with lozenge-shaped plate and the ring terminating in animal heads, and
lastly a pair of saucer brooches, 23 mm. in diameter, decorated with a square,
the sides being prolonged into spirals. A dotted circle occupies the centre of
the square.
The buckle with its animal-ornament alone proves the find to belong to a
period contemporary with the beginning of the main settlements in England.
In this respect the find is closely analogous to that from Mitcham, to which, as
has been remarked above, Mr. Smith has assigned an early date owing to the
presence of a buckle with similar ornamentation.
It seems then that the evolution of the saucer brooch was in process of be-
coming a realized fact at exactly the point at which the migrations to England
were beginning. The only explanation of its scarcity in North Germany I can
offer lies in the curious break in the culture of those districts which I have re-
marked on above. Is it possible that Bede's statement that after the emigration
of the Angles from Anglia that district ' remains a desert unto this day' is also
applicable to North Germany west of the Elbe, and that the Saxon population
migrated en bloc ? If so, we may conceive that the saucer brooch was at that
period coming into fashion, and that, as the women folk of the invaders would
naturally bring their jewellery with them, the early examples have found
a resting-place in Anglo-Saxon graves in this country. Only thus can we obtain
that period of overlap between the two cultures which must necessarily have
existed, and which in the case of the cruciform brooches is more easily supplied.
Another continental example comes from Harmignies, in the province of
Hainaut, Belgium, for the knowledge of which I am indebted to Professor Bald-
win Brown, who has very kindly transferred to me the permission accorded to
him by Baron A. de Loe, of the Musees Royaux du Cinquantenaire, Brussels, to
publish it in England. It is decorated with the common design of running spirals
executed in rather a poor style as contrasted with the Alten Buls brooches, and
may therefore be an exportation from this country at some time in the sixth
century.
The conclusions may be summarized :
(i) The saucer-brooch can no longer, as in the last century, be regarded as
peculiar to the West Saxons.
(ii) Its diffusion outside the West Saxon area is so widespread that some
other explanation is demanded than that of commercial or other relations with
the West Saxons.
(iii) The chief district where these brooches occur, outside of Wessex, lies
in the Eastern Midlands and Cambridgeshire, and an examination of the patterns
used in their decoration shows that they were in use to the north and east of
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Bedford considerably prior to A. D. 571, the earliest approximate date at which,
according to the historical records, relations between that district and Wessex
could have become possible.
(iv) Further investigation demonstrates that of the two known varieties of
these brooches, the true saucer type is more richly represented as compared with
the applied type in the Western area, while the reverse is the case in the Eastern
area.
(v) In the Western area geometric designs predominate; in the Eastern
zoomorphic. The strong survival of Roman influences in the former area thus
serves to confirm the deductions of history, namely, that the invaders held the
East of England from the outset, whereas in the West fresh resistance sprang up
to meet the second Teutonic incursion aiming at permanent settlement.
(vi) On various grounds, it seems probable that the people who used these
brooches in the Eastern area must have been more closely allied in point of
culture to the West Saxons than to their East Anglian neighbours.
(vii) Towards the close of the sixth century, influences from Kent are
observable in the decoration of the saucer brooches, thus corroborating the
historical evidence of the extension of Kentish power under Aethelbert.
(viii) Certain proof of the source from which the saucer brooch sprang is
still to seek, but there are strong indications that it may have come from North
Germany, west of the Elbe, and that it first came into fashion at the actual
period during which the main migrations to England took place.
It would be impossible for me to mention individually all those who have
been kind enough to assist me in my researches in connexion with this paper.
They are more than numerous, and I can only express here my deep gratitude
for the courteous response to inquiries which I have met with in every case.
Often the replies have been enhanced by the supply of photographs or drawings
which have greatly facilitated my work. Without this cordial assistance the
completion of my task would have been wellnigh impossible. I desire, however,
to place on record the special debt of gratitude which I owe to the authorities
in charge of the Saxon department of the British Museum, Baron A. von Hiigel
of Cambridge, and Mr. T. J. George of Northampton, for repeated kindness in
granting me access to collections under their care; and also to Lord Braybrooke,
the Rev. E. Conybeare, and Mr. A. F. Griffith, for permitting me to examine
their private collections. I am also indebted to Dr. Byhan of the Museum fur
Voikerkunde at Hamburg for supplying me with an excellent photograph of
the two examples in that museum.
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A)'lesbury
British
„
Ashmolean
Ashmolean, Brit-
ish, and Liver-
pool
?
?
British
British and
Carisbrooke
Where recorded, &c.
Proceedings, 2 S., iii. 136.
Journal British Archaeological
Association, 1.150 ff.
De Baye, Industrial Arts of the
Anglo-Saxons, pi. viii, fig. 5.
Proceedings, xiii. 108 and xxi. 8,
fig. 9 ; Newbury District Field
ClubTrans., iv. 196.
Archaeologia, xxxviii and xxxix.
Akerman, Pagan Saxondom, pi.
xxxviii; Journal British Arch-
aeological Association, v. 113.
Records of Bucks., v. 24.
Archaeologia, xxxv. 381; Pro-
ceedings, 1 S., iii. 73.
Archaeologia, xxx. 545.
Journal British Archaeological
Association, iv. 53.
Wylie, Fairford Graves; Aker-
man, Pagan Saxondom, pi.
xix, Proceedings, 1S., iv. 38, and
Archaeologia, xxxvii. 146.
Gentleman's Magazine, Ayri\,i'j8'].
Proceedings, 1 S., ii. 60.
Proceedings, xix. 128.
Hillier, History and Antiquities of
the Isle of Wight, Part I, fig. 22 ;
Trans. British Archaeological
Association (Winchester vol.),
1845, p. 153 (ornament now
lost, rendering verification of
type impossible).
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WESTERN AREA {continued)
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Reading
Ashmolean and
Liverpool
British
Collection of
Mr. P. Manning,
F.S.A., and un-
known
Ashmolean
British and
Croydon
Collection of Mr.H. F. Bidder,
F.S.A., or
Guildford
Where recorded, &c.
Brent Collection, 2166.
Douglas Collection.
V. C. H. Kent, i. 378.
Roach Smith, Catal. of Anglo-
Saxon Antiquities (Gibbs Col-
lection), p. 6.
Archaeologia Cantiana, xxviii, xci.
Gentleman's Magazine, 1867, ii. 82;
Arch. Journ., xxv. 94.
Found in 1899.
Londesborough Collection of
Rings and Ornaments, nos.
62, 72, 74, and 163 ; Archaeo-
logical Journal, lxv. 82, fig. 17.
Archaeologia, xxxviii; Proceed-
ings, 2 S., ii. 443.
Proceedings, 1 S., iv. 73; Archaco-
logia, xxxvii. 144.
Archaeologia, xxviii. 328 and 334.
Archaeologia,xxxvii.141 ff.(except
two in Ashmolean Museum).
For the doubtful applied brooch,
see Proceedings, 1 S., iv. 213.
De Baye, Industrial Arts of the
Anglo-Saxons, pi. viii, fig. 1 (1);
Proc. Birmingham Philosoph.
Soc, iv, Part I, 189.
Proceedings, xv. 332.
Surrey Archaeological Collections,
xxi. 1 ff.
Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 03 Jul 2018 at 11:30:46, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900011620
IN RELATION TO THE BATTLE OF BEDFORD 199
WESTERN AREA {continued)
Brought forward
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E.Henty,F.S.A
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Whe.re recorded, &c.
Archaeologia, liv. 369 ; lv. 203.
Sussex Archaeological Collections,
xxxviii. 177.
Proceedings, 2 S., iii. 424.
V. C. H. Worcester, i. 231.
Proceedings, vii. 78 ; Archaeo-
logical Journal, xxxiii. 380.
Proceedings, v. 303; Arch.Journ.,
xxxiii, 375 ; Associated Archi-
tecturalxxxiii,375 Societies' Reports, p. 231.
Wilts. Arch, and Nat. Hist. Mag.,
xxviii. 104 ff., figs. 19 and 20.
Archaeologia, xxxv. 259 and 475.
Archaeologia, xxxvii. 114.
Wilts. Arch, and Nat. Hist. Mag.,
vi. 259.
V.C.H. Worcester,!.228,coloured
plate, fig. 9; Proceedings, 2 S.,
iii. 342.
Western Area / Total Saucer 161\ 1 Applied 6&
229
NOTE.—This total is exclusive of the button brooches which are common in Kent and occur frequently in the West Saxon district.
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II. EASTERN AREA
BEDFORDSHIRE
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Where recorded, &c.
A ssociated Architectural Societies'
Reports, vii. 269 ff.
Proceedings, ix. 29.
Archaeological Journal, vii. 71 and
fig. opp. p. 79; Publ. ofCamb.
Ant. Soc, 4to, i, Roman and
Romano-British Remains at
and near Shefford, co. Beds.,
p. 12; ? 2nd example in Pitt-
Rivers Museum, Oxford.
Cambridge Antiquarian Society
Comm., v. 5 ff., and plates iii,
iv, and v.
Arch. Journ., xi.51 and 94.
Collectanea Antiqua, vi. 158.
Neville, Saxon Obsequies, pis.
2 and 3, and pp. 20 and 23.
Journal British Archaeological
Association, n.s., 1899, v. 347.
Nichols, History of Leicester, iii,
pi. 129.
Archaeologia, 1. 388.
Archaeologia, xlviii. 337.
T. J. George, Archaeological Sur-
vey of Northants, 1904.
Proceedings, xix. 312.
Northants Nat. Hist. Soc. Journ.,
xi and xv. 96.
? Proceedings, xix. 307.
Archaeologia, xlviii. 329 and pi.
xxiii. 13.
Archaeologia, xlviii. 336.
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EASTERN AREA {continued)
Brought forward
RUTLAND
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Collection of
Major Wing-
field, D.S.O.
Collections of the
Earl of Ancaster
and Mrs. Morris
Ashmolean
York
Where recorded, &c.
Proceedings, xxii. 51 and pi. opp.
52 ; Archaeologia, lxii. 487.
A ssocia ted A rch itectural Societies'
Reports, xxvii. 225.
Bury and co. Suffolk Proc, vi.
71; V.C.H. Suffolk, i. 343.
(Grave No. 4, 1849), Akerman,
Pagan Saxondom, pi. viii,
fig. 2 ; Mortimer, Forty Years'
Researches, 288, pi. cvi, fig. 842.
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III. ENGLAND (EXACT PROVENANCE UNKNOWN)
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fig. 19; cp. Shefford, Beds.,
without punched border.
Misc. Graph., pi. xxiii, fig. 1,
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Debased zoomorphic design be-
tween undecorated wedges;
cp. Faversham (Gibbs Collec-
tion).
Total Saucer brooches = 4.
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IV. EUROPE (CONTINENT)
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Italy
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Museum
Museum fur
Volkerkunde,
Hamburg
Musees Royaux
du Cinquante-
naire, Brussels
Ashmolean
(Evans Collec-
tion)
British
British
Where recorded, &c.
Square with branching spirals at
the corners.
Spirals.
Silver-embossed disc only, with
egg-and-tongue border sur-
rounding four full-faced animal
heads alternating with four
rosettes.
Proceedings, i S., iv. 237.
Eagle and hare, &c, Archaeologi-
cal Journal, lxv. 80.
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